46                LET THERE BE SCULPTURE

I understand that Sir William was approached by Sir Krh:
Maclagan, Director of the Victoria and Albert Museum, for his
signature, but declined to add it on the ground that thn appeal
was "not an Academy affair". His attitude had nothing to do
with Mr. Epstein. On the contrary, he would like to soo llio slatuos
preserved.

A dramatic development of the situation oocnirrod wliou
Richard Sickert indignantly repudiated tho Pros'ulonl's
attitude and resigned his membership of the Royal Acadomy.
Consternation reigned, and the President boggod Sickort to
reconsider his resignation. Sickert adhered to his docisiojri,
and in The Daily Telegraph was quoted as saying :

The Academy ought to have summoned au omorgoncy meolhtg,
and sent a request asking to be allowed to make u repretumtutiwi to
the King on the subject. But they did not do so* It is not tho
President's fault* He sticks to his ship and docs what ho has got to
do, But I am not an official. I am vory fond of him and all my
colleagues, who have been most extraordinarily kind to mo, but
sloppy sentimentality does not enter into it. They are iu a tteaso
Public Trustees, as a dignified representative body of art, and as
such should have taken up the matter.

The President and Royal Academy's action was unalyswl
by another President of another Academy, in The Twuw, of
May 21st, 1955, after the Royal Academy had met and f urlhor
action was expected :

SIR,

A statement issued by the Royal Academy explains that Sir
William Llewellyn declined to support Sir Eric Madagan's npjxml
because " whatever his own feeling may be, it is not pQMublu to
keep Ms personal attitude distinct from his official position as
President of the Royal Academy."

I cannot imagine^ that Sir William was requested to sign the
letter on behalf of the Royal Academy, any more than Mr, Clark
was requested to sign it on behalf of the Trustees of the National
Gallery, or Professor Constable on behalf of Cambridge Univonuty,
or Lord Crawford on behalf of the House of Lords, Much, however,
as'the signatories of that letter may regret that Sir William's namo
could not appear with ours, his delicacy throws into relief an inaction